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Dear Dick, 

lour excellent 7/27/71 piece headed "Have Newspapers Muffed Job of Informing on 
Vietnam" has been lying in the sun by my desk so long it has yellowed. I was awaiting 
time to write you about it. Before going into the immediate inspiration for my taldng 
the time from other work, belatedly, my thanks for the very honest self-analysis and 
self-criticism. It is respectable, unlike that unseemly crawling away from Agnew in 
which the Post and other papers and the electronic media humiliated themselves. And it 
is the only such writing of which I know that straightforwardedly says the fault is 
an editor* s diktat, the same problem I have been coping with and, as it happens with 
the Post, the same editor, (if you doubt this, please examine our correspondence, his 
and mine, beginning with ^ouis Keren's phone call to Wiggins.) In my field, Wiggins' 
orders are unchanged. The Post still has not reviewed any serious work criticial of the 
official postures on the assassinations save for George Lardner's unfair and inaccurate 
review of Kaiser's on the RMC case. I understand the reason it hasn't reviewed my 
FRAME-UP is that your current reviewer lacks confidence in books with unjustified 
margins. This is the most original of the sins attributed to me. 0n the other hand, it 
has serialized the sycophancy that is, factually, untenable. 

The word has been passed around at the Jost, at least as it has been represented 
to me, that my work and my word are undependable© It will not come to pass, but I welcome 
any confrontation on this. I am sufficiently immodest about my effort to be accurate to 
suggest that you will find few if any writings of the magnitude of mine either as accurate 
or as devoid of complaint from those of whom complaint might have been expected. In size, 
my published work on the political assassinations exceeds a million words. 

In Sunday' s Post there was what I am sure is an accidental garbling of a letter I 
wrote the editor, a rarity for me, which hdd the effect of giving me a split personality. 

Two paragraphs opposite to what I wrote prefaced what I did, and they are hurtful to me. 

They are hurtful to my book and to the willingness of sources to trust me. When I had 
this called to my attention, having started work before daylight Sunday and not having 
seen the paper, I phoned. I spoke briefly to Boyd, who said he would speak to his editor, 
who would phone me. It never happened. 

Today's correction is less than that and leaves me in the position of saying that 
"Each man who participated in the Attica riots is guilty of -premeditated murder and should 
be prosecuted to the full extent of the law." This is contradictory to what is in FRAME-UP 
and in the letter I did write. Now why what I have always assumed to be the norm did not 
apply in my case,§&g&&fcc why the correction wasn't discussed with me, I do not know. But 
the fact is that the rectification compounds the damage and the defamation. I make no 
demands on the Post for in reality there is now nothing it can do to completely eliminate 
the harm it has done me. I have learned this from long experience on talk shows where 
radical-right nuts too young to have personal knowledge phone in to quote earlier inaccurate 
reporting. One just can't catch up with these things. I don't even allege that this is one 
of the natural consequences of policy determinations overriding news determinations. But I 
do suggest that you and the Post might cast a few more motes. Like the one you did. 

Sincerely, 


a Qm 




